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intent to enter into the contract and certify
to those committees that such contract is in
the national interest. The contract may then
be entered into only after the end of the 30-
day period beginning on the date of such no-
tification and certification.

STEVENS (AND INOUYE)
AMENDMENT NO. 846.

Mr. STEVENS (for himself and Mr.
INOUYE) proposed an amendment to the
bill, S. 1005, supra; as follows:

At an appropriate place in the bill insert:
SEC. . FINDINGS.

The North Atlantic Treaty Organization,
at the Madrid summit, decided to admit
three new members, the Czech Republic, Po-
land and Hungary;

The President, on behalf of the United
States endorsed an advocated the expansion
of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization to
include three additional members;

The Senate will consider the ratification of
instruments to approve the admissions of
new members to the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization;

The United States has contributed more
than $20,000,000,000 since 1952 for infrastruc-
ture and support of the Alliance;

In appropriations Acts likely to be consid-
ered by the Senate for fiscal year 1998,
$449,000,000 has been requested by the Presi-
dent for expenditures in direct support of
United States Participation in the Alliance;
and

In appropriations Acts likely to be consid-
ered by the Senate for Fiscal year 1998,
$9,983,300,000 has been requested by the Presi-
dent in support of United States military ex-
penditures in North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation countries.
SEC. .

The Secretary of Defense shall identify and
report to the congressional defense commit-
tees not later than October 1, 1997; (1) the
amounts necessary, by appropriation ac-
count, for all anticipated costs to the U.S.,
for the admission of the Czech Republic, Po-
land and Hungary to the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization for the fiscal years
1998,1999, 2000, 2001 and 2002, and; (2) any new
commitments or obligations entered into or
assumed by the United States in association
with the admission of new members to the
Alliance, to include the deployment of Unit-
ed States military personnel, the provision
of defense articles or equipment, training ac-
tivities and the modification and construc-
tion of military facilities.

ROBB AMENDMENT NO. 847

(Ordered to lie on the table.)
Mr. ROBB submitted an amendment

intended to be proposed by him to the
bill, S. 1005, supra; as follows:

At the end of title VIII, add the following:
SEC. 8099. Of the total amount appropriated

under title IV for the Navy, the Secretary of
the Navy shall make $36,000,000 available for
a program to demonstrate expanded use of
multitechnology automated reader cards
throughout the Navy and the Marine Corps,
including demonstration of the use of the so-
called ‘‘smartship’’ technology of the ship-
to-shore work load/off load program.

HARKIN AMENDMENT NO. 848

Mr. HARKIN proposed an amendment
to the bill, S. 1005, supra; as follows:

At the end of title VIII, add the following:
SEC. . None of the funds available to the

Department of Defense under this Act may

be obligated or expended to pay a contractor
under a contract with the Department of De-
fense for any costs incurred by the contrac-
tor when it is made known to the Federal of-
ficial having authority to obligate or expend
such funds that such costs are restructuring
costs associated with a business combination
that were incurred on or after July 15, 1997.

f

NOTICE OF HEARING
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL

RESOURCES

Mr. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
would like to announce that a full com-
mittee hearing has been scheduled be-
fore the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

The hearing will take place Wednes-
day, July 23, 1997, at 9:30 a.m. in room
SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Office
Building in Washington, DC.

The purpose of this hearing is to
broadly examine three aspects of natu-
ral gas issues into the next century.
Specifically, the committee will want
to look at world energy supply and de-
mand to 2015, what percentage of that
will be filled by natural gas and how
this could be impacted by other large
scale energy projects, such as nuclear,
that are being developed in Asia. Sec-
ond would be to explore the role of
Government in large scale gas projects
in foreign countries, what type of as-
sistance the U.S. companies competing
for overseas projects receive from the
U.S. Government and what can be done
in the United States to make American
gas more competitive worldwide. Third
would be to examine the emerging
technologies in gas field development
that are making natural gas more eco-
nomical to market.

Those who wish to testify or to sub-
mit written testimony should write to
the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources, U.S. Senate, Washington,
DC 20510. Presentation of oral testi-
mony is by committee invitation only.
For further information, please contact
Jo Meuse or Brian Malnak at (202) 224–
6730.
f

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

EXPLANATION OF SELECTED
VOTES ON SPENDING PORTION
OF THE BALANCED BUDGET ACT
OF 1997

∑ Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, re-
cently, the Senate considered historic
changes to preserve Medicare for future
generations. I think it is important to
outline my views in detail on a few of
the key votes cast regarding these is-
sues.

I believe, as legislators, a chief con-
cern must be protecting Medicare sol-
vency for the long term. The Medicare
Program is in a crisis situation. As re-
ported in the most recent Medicare
trustees report, the hospital insurance
trust fund will be bankrupt by the year
2001. Hence, immediate action must be
taken to save this vital program.

The change contained in the bill
would bring Medicare’s eligibility age

in line with the Social Security’s eligi-
bility age and would do it over a long
period of time. Importantly, the in-
creased eligibility age does not begin
to phase in until 2003 and then in-
creases slowly over 24 years. In es-
sence, this position will not be fully in
place for 30 years. This means that the
full 2-year increase would only apply to
individuals currently 36 years old and
younger.

This was, for me, a close question.
However, as noted, this provision will
not begin to be phased in for 6 years.
For that reason—to launch a process
that can lead to a positive, permanent
solution—I voted in support, but with
significant hesitations. If, in the next
several years, my concerns can be alle-
viated, I will continue to support the
proposal. If not, I will withdraw my
support well in advance of 2003. Espe-
cially relevant will be the findings of
the Medicare Reform Commission, cre-
ated by this legislation, on how best to
maintain the long-term solvency of
this program. Specifically, will the
Commission support an increase in the
Medicare eligibility age? If the report
rejects this idea I would withdraw my
support. In addition, well before any
change in age, we need to fully address
how the health care needs of low-in-
come seniors between the ages of 65 to
67, will be met once this provision is
implemented. Failure to do so would
also be grounds for rejecting the pro-
posal. And finally, we must develop
ways by which middle-income seniors
will be able to purchase and maintain
their insurance under such a provision.
This may be through medical savings
accounts or other means, but we must
ensure that viable alternatives are
available to all seniors. If, in the next
2 to 3 years, these concerns are not ad-
dressed, or the Medicare Commission
disagrees with our actions, I will with-
draw my support for increasing the eli-
gibility age.

Another long-term reform proposal
debated concerns the bill’s plan to
means test Medicare part B premiums.
Currently, seniors pay 25 percent of
their part B premium while the Federal
Government pays 75 percent of their
premium. The bill would require sen-
iors with incomes starting at $50,000—
for a single senior—to pay a larger per-
cent of this premium, with seniors
making $100,000 a year required to pay
the entire portion of their premium—
up to $2,160 a year. Senator KENNEDY
offered an amendment to strike the
means testing of premiums that was
included in the Medicare bill. I sup-
ported the effort to strike this provi-
sion.

Unlike the eligibility age issue, the
means testing proposal would have im-
mediate effect. I was concerned that
before such a fundamental change took
place, the issue should be reviewed and
the consequences closely examined. We
have not had hearings on this issue and
I believe that hearings and closer re-
view are necessary before a change of
this magnitude is made to the Medi-
care Program. Further, I do not believe
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